i e A TR B TR S -

RECEVED & ii\sg@g;ﬁ%
JAN § 0 2006

FCC - MAILRCOM

Maria Donaghue
21 Woodbine 5t. , Quincy, MA 02170

November 2, 2005 9:10 AM

Representative Bill Delahunt

U.5. House of Representatives
2454 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Delahunt:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalizes for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordabte monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly.
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent

meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
Llegislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. 1 request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionatety affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work ard I look forward to hearing apout your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Maria Donéghue: R L

cc:
The Federal Cammunications Commission
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rhonda owens
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4096 susan ln , lima, OH 45806

November 2, 2005 9:11 AM

Representative Michael Oxley

U.S. House of Representatives
2308 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Oxiey:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so, :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am 2 member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent

meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 leok forward to hearing about your position or this matter.
Sincerely, ‘

rhonda owens .. ./ - . e

cc:
The Fegderal:Communications Commission
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william clardy F
30 bennett street , greenville, SC 29611

November 2, 2005 8:56 AM

Senator Lindsey Graham

U.S. Senate

290 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Graham:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing sc.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senier citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for yohr continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

william clardy

cc

The-Federal Communications Commission
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donald krueger Mm

5177 adams st. #42 , butte des morts, Wl 54927-0042 o
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November 2, 2005 8:52 AM

Senator Herb Kohl

U.5. Senate

330 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kohl:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissicns' (FCC) position to change
the Universat Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps. me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
Whilte | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure I'am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
Llegislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. i request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letiing them know how a
flat fee tax could dispregertionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and ! look forward tc hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely, |

donald erégef .,

cc: -

The Federal Communications Commission
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Bonnie Hoffman
[ IR
711 South Armory Drive , Lewisburg, PA 17837

Representative Don Sherwood

U.S. House of Representatives
1131 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federat-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Sherwood:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to tow-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. (f
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
tegislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionatety affect those in your coristituency.

Thank you for your continued work and ! look forward to hearing about yout position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Bonnie Hoffrnan

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission



FH Marston
217 Main Street , Rindge, NH 03461

November 2, 2005 8:51 AM

Representative Charles Bass
U.S. House of Representatives
2421 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Bass:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthty flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constltuents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
p=nalized for Jdoing s0. ‘

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am-a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality-is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairty. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
tegisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forw~ard to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
FH Marston

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Marc Carofano
L
30 George St. , Bristol, CT 06010

November 2, 2005 9:13 AM

Representative John Larson

U.S. House of Representatives

1005 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Larson:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. - ' o

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high velume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on smalt businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthty newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies ta recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and i look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Marc Car_ofano_-

cC:

The Federal ComrnAurjic!a_tiro[ls_ Comrﬁi‘sfip?
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John Talbot
2215 Hammock Hill Ln , Brookfield, Wi 53045

November 2, 2005 8:58 AM

Representative James Sensenbrenner
U.S. House of Representatives

2449 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Sensenbrenner:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system, If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely, N
John falbot
cc: |
The Fe@ergl'-(‘:qrr]municatljonls ;ommission
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Michelle Mackey
17637 Delaware , Redford, MI 48240

November 2, 2005 9:26 AM

Senator Debbie Stabenow

U.S. Senate

133 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Stabenow:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penahzed for doing so. :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, ietting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Michelle Mackey

CC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Margaret Frew

814 Sunset St. , Scranton, PA 18509-1945
November 1, 2005 2:05 PM

Senator Rick Santorum

U.S. Senate

511 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Santorum:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of
long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical
and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost mote. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has
plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Margaret Frew

[
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 1, 2005 1:53 PM

Representative Jon Porter

U.S. House of Representatives

218 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Porter:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund {USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of
long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volune long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical
and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost more. . And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofticials, the FCC has
plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. '

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, ieting them know how a fiai fee iax vould
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

CAROLYN JASON

ce: .
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 1, 2005 1:15PM

Senator Patty Murray

U.S. Senate

173 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Murray:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents whe use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due o unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

joseph janosov

CC:
The Federal Communications Commission



randall gray .
29 witmuth drive , springfield, VT 05156 | TER

Ngvember 2, 2005 10:34 AM

Senator Patrick Leahy I , i
U.5. Senate b T

433 Russell Senate Office Building T
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Leahy:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require comparies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position an this matter.
Sincerely;

randall gray

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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25 Briarwood Terrace , Batavia, NY 14020-1101

November 1, 2005 12:57 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.8. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket $6-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could canse many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to racover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. | request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in vour constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ lcok forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Tresco

R SARIET SRR I
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susan sheffer ECC M gO0

47 steve odell rd , cropseyville, NY 12052

November 1, 2005 1:50 PM

Representative John Sweeney

U.S. House of Representatives
416 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Sweeney:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of
long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users s radical
and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is
that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has
plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them knew how 2 flat fze tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency. ‘

Thank you for your contitued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

susan sheffer - -

CcC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Brian and Beth Betz é
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51 East Mohawk Street , Oswega, NY 13126 FCC-MATHOOR |

November 1, 2005 5:51 PM

Senator Charles Schumer

U.S. Senate

313 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

I have serious concerns regarding the Fe. Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collectionr  .d to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will  .egatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on  zvenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system te o flat fee, it means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into e fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited r ources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and-up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require compenies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
toxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I

request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Brian and Beth Betz

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 2, 2005 8:41 AM

Representative Gil Gutknecht

U.S. House of Representatives
425 Cannon House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Gutknecht:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. |f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordabie monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. [n addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments an the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your.conti'nued work and | took forward to hearing about your: bos'ition on this matter.
Sincerely,
Clifford Kuehne

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 2, 2005 9:19 AM

Senator Arten Specter

U.S. Senate

711 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Specter:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coaljtion, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newstetters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along™ these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. f
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting thern know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Eileen Boyle—

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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jerry schiffert
1500 sagebrush trail #126 , Euless, TX 76040-4931

November 2, 2005 9:00 AM

Senator John Cornyn

U.5. Senate

517 Hart Senate Office Buitding
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Cornyn:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (LJSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed abaut the USF issue with
maonthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change te a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

jerry schiffert

CCe
The Federal Communications Commission
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Rohan Providence
377 Weatherhead Hollow Rd , Guilford, VT 05301

November 2, 2005 8:45 AM

Senator Patrick Leahy

U.S. Senate

433 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Leahy:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC} position to change
the Universal Service Fund {USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system, If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. ..« |

A flat fee tax coutd cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairty. if
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could dispropartionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing abeut your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Rohan Providance

cc:
The Federal Zommunications Commission
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Josie Sobus FCC-psa {
20 N Fulton St , Auburn, NY 13021 — ]

November 2, 2005 9:06 AM

Representative Sherwood Boehlert
U.S. House of Representatives
2246 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Boehlert:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a menthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
propased by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system, If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month Constltuents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for dbing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent,
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | took forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Josie Sobus

cc:
The Feqle'ral Cqmmuhications Commission
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Loretta Wayts

130 Waldon Road Apt D, Abingdon, MD 21009-2208

November 2, 2005 8:41 AM

Senator Paul Sarbanes

u.s. Senate

309 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Sarbanes:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of tong distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. n addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalitior:, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along’ these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

i will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued-werk and ! look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Loretta Wayts

cC
The Federal: Communications Commission
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Jim Ruble
310 Florence Street , Belpre, OH 45714

November 2, 2005 10:33 AM

Representative Ted Strickland
U.S. House of Representatives
336 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Strickland:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peopie who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.: = :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
wWhile | am aware that federal law does not reguire companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass atong my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your pdsition on this matter,
Sincerely,

Jim Ruble

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Sandra Applebee
8386 Herrington , Belmont, Ml 49306

November 2, 2005 9:48 AM

Representative Vernon Ehlers

U.S. House of Representatives

1714 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Ehlers:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee, Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constltuents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing s0.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC informatien.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon ang without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could d15proport1onately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your contmued work and I look forward to hearing about your posmon on thlS matter.
Sincerely,
Sandra Applebee

CC:
The Federal Communicatigns Commission
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Artie Shoaf
1245 Hiatt St , Indianapolis, IN 46221

November 2, 2005 9:59 AM

Representative Julia Carson

U.S. House of Representatives

1535 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Carson:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone whe uses one thousand
minutes a month of tong distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalizéd for doing so. - Lo

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers- taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my

community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and ! look forward to hearing about your-position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Artie Shoaf

cc
The Federal Communications Commission
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